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Toyooka because it maintains surface hardness, and Is produced simply and 
inexpensively. 

Tadokoro does not teach the claimed weight average particle size. However, 
Koizumi teaches a composition comprising 5.50wt% of a cmsslinked acrylate elastomer 
having a two-layered stmcture. and 50-95wt% of an alkyi methacrylate polymer 
(abstract). Koizumi teaches that the particle size of the elastomer should have a 
particle size of at least O.S-ISum, in order to control the film's matting effect, impact 
resistance, transparency, and flex whitening resistance (col 9, lines 17-^). Thus, it v«>uld 
have been obvious to one of ordinaiy skill in the art to utilize elastomers with a particle 
size of 0.5.15um in the composition taught in Tadokoro in order to control the 
composition's matting effect, impact resistance, transparency, and flex whitening 
resistance. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed July 29, 2003 have been fully considered but they are 

not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the utilization of the decorative sheet taught by Tadokom 
as the polyalki. methaco^ate printed film of the laminate taught in Toyooka is rooted in 
hindsight provided by the claimed invention. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Tadokoro teaches that the composition may be utilized as a decorat^e surface fllm on a 
molded product (col 2, lines 37.). Tadokom further teaches that the composition may 
be printed or colored (col 4, lines 51 .), and has the farther advantage of providing the 
laminated molded product with surface hardness. Thus, the examiner maintains the 
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position that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to utilize the 
composition taught in Tadokoro as the surface film of the laminate taught in Toyooka 
because said composition has improved surface hardness and provides the molded 
article with the desired aesthetic effect. 

Applicant argues that the claimed laminate exhibits unexpected results with 
respect to a smaller bias in thickness. However, the comparative examples in the 
specmcation are not representative of the closest phor art (Toyooka). Furthennore, the 
examples have more than one variable that changes (molding temperature and 
composition). Thus, no conclusions can be made m>m «ie data in the specification. 
The examiner also notes that the examples are processed in a specific manner. The 
method Of processing the laminate is not claimed. Thus, the claims are much header 
than the inventive examples in the specification. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fiom the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin R Knuer whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0025. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00a.m. to 
4:00p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiners 
supen,isor, Paul Thibodeau, can be reached on (703) 308-2367. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
305-5408. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 
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